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In Ohio: 


AAMVA Training Pays Off 


by 
Lr. Homer Hatu 


Assistant Chief Driver License Examiner 


Ohio State Highway Patrol 


(Editor’s note: The author made these remarks at ceremonies marking 
the completion of the recent three-week course, ‘Selection and Training of 
Examiners,” Unit III in the second four-year training program conducted 
for the American Association of Motor Vehicle Administrators by the Traffi 
Institute, Northwestern University. It also marked the completion of the 
four-year program for Lieutenant Hall, as he began the training with Unit 
IV in the first four-year program. This ts presented for administrators 
who ask, “What good will it do for our department to participate in the 
4A4MVA Driver License Career Training Program?” 


6 icrcy of you gathered here for further drastic changes in your sys 


the final session of this year’s tem overnight, I don’t think you 
AAMVA Driver License Admini will find them here. 
Stration Training Pre wram probably For the benefit of all of you W ho 
have asked yourselves many times, may have a question about the 
‘Just what have I got from this importance of this training, I would 
course? What use will the material — like to mention briefly a few changes 
| have obtained be to my depart that have been made In Ohio, as 
ment?” a direct or indirect result of instruc 
I would like to ask those who are tion obtained here. 
from states which already have Prior to 1950, our examining pro 
graduates from this program, ‘““‘How gram was very poorly organized. 
good was your program prior to the There was no uniformity in opera 
establishment of this training in tions. The procedure used by an 
1951?” I am sure you have wit examiner in the northern section of 
nessed many changes since that the state was completely foreign to 
time—changes that may have revo- an examiner in southern Ohio. If 
lutionized driver licensing in your’ an applicant could distinguish red 
state, as it did in ours. from green, answer a few simple 
If you came to the Institute pre questions orally, and successfully 


! } , ’ 
ceded by a student from your de- drive around a block, he became a 
partment, as I did, and are looking licensed driver. Even though 75 
tor ideas and information to effect men had been designated as exam 
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iners, you could not identify them 
as such because they wore civilian 
clothes of every make, color, and 
description. 

In an attempt to better our pro 
gram in Ohio, Captain M. A. Mock, 
our chief examiner, attended the 
first AAMVA school to be held at 
the Trafhic 1951. As 


he was unable to complete the en 


Institute in 


tire series, I was assigned to the 
Driver License Division, sent first 
to a regional school at the Uni 
1954, 


Institute. 


Alabama, and in 
the Trafic 
From the moment Captain Mock 


versity of 


enrolled at 


returned from that first school, im 


provement was evident and our 


program has continued to improve 
With 


school a few new changes were de 


over the years. each new 
veloped. 

The majority of the improve- 
ments that have been made in our 
program can be attributed to the 
ideas, suggestions, and information 
the Traffic 


tute, and from personal contacts 


received here at Insti 
made with representatives of other 
We 


ministrative 


states. have made many ad 


changes in driver li 
censing as a direct resuit of the 
training course, In addition, we 
have given direct support to needed 
legislation in driver licensing that 
has been sponsored by other govern 
Some of these 


mental agencies. 


improvements include: 
7. Better 


buildings, etc. 


examining facilities, 
2. Uniformed examiners. 
3. Installation of vision testing 
equipment. 


. Revised 


license examiners and drivers. 


manuals for driver 

. Uniform tests for drivers. 

. Civil service status for driver 
license examiners. 
Appointment system for driv 
er examinations, 
Re-examination of incompe 

tent drivers 

Issuance of restricted licenses 


to handicapped drivers. 


Examination of applicants be 


fore issuance of lLearner’s 
Permits. 

//. Re-examn 
drivers. 

72. Establishme 
vision advisor 


73. Mec han atiol 


license bureat 


During the 195 
Ohio Legislatur 
ditional improve! 


acted: 
/. Salary 
cense exan 
. Civil 


driver 


Service Cia 
1 


examine! pos! 
tions. 

. Seventy-five 

license exami 

. Junior probat 
16-18 years. 
Point 


+ 


system ro! control of 
problem drivers 
. Licensing of commercial driver 


training schools. 


\AMVA train 
Will it do 


have 


You can see that 
ing has paid off for us. 
the you! If 


picked up only one 


same for you 


idea that can 


be used or if training standards can 
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L. S. Harris, executive director of the 
Bill S. 
Training Division, the 
complete the four-year 


Traffic Institute. 
AAMVA Driver 


I 


be raised in your state, then this 


year’s school has been a _ success. 


lime and time again, it was strong 


lv evident that each of us got more 


than just one idea as we talked in 


the classroom, hotel lobby, and in 
our rooms when classes were over. 
To the Farmers Insurance Group 
led 
the 


Safety Foundation which provi 


the money for the program; to 


American 
ministrators (left), presents certificate to the author. 
Miller, chief traffic officer, Province of Saskatchewan, and Elbert 
Hall and 


Association of Motor Vehicle Ad- 
Chird and fourth from left are 
Hugunin, 
Miller were the 17th and 18th to 
Administration Training Program. 


Association of Motor Ve 


nist 


American 
Adm 
the program; to 
Trath¢ 


hicle rators which directed 
the Northwestern 
University Institute which 
conducted the training schools, and 
to the representatives of the many 
of Canada, 


| =. possessions who provided the 


States, provinces and 


fellowship and invaluable assistance, 


I say THANK YOU. 





“GHOST CARS” 


The police department in a Wes- 
tern city believes that old prowler 
cars shouldn’t die; they should keep 
on preventing accidents. 

Though not suitable for ‘‘active 


old 


around the city as reminders to the 


duty,” these cars are parked 
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public that the police department 
intends to enforce the traffic rules 
and regulations. 

The “‘ghost cars” are moved every 


hour or so to preserve the illusion 


that the police are just about every- 


where. 








From |ACP: 


Important Traffic Policies 


(* RECOMMENDATION of its Traf- 
fic Committee, the Interna- 
tional Association of Chiefs of Po- 
lice has formalized its position on 
several important matters relating 
to trafic law enforcement. 

In resolutions passed at its recent 
annual conference, the Association: 

Stressed the need for closer co- 
operation between the police and 
the Armed Forces to reduce traffic 
accidents involving service person 
nel. 

Asked for a clear definition of the 
term ‘‘conviction’’ as used in the 
Uniform Vehicle Code. 

Pointed up the need for improved 
motor vehicle license plate identi- 
fication. 

Urged that (in areas where the 
system now exists) police cease to 
serve in a judicial capacity in the 
of traffic 
committed by juveniles. 


determination violations 

Emphasized that full considera- 
tion be given to policing needs and 
problems in the planning and de- 
velopment of highway construction. 

Recommended stricter handling 
of non-resident traffic violators. 

Endorsed the inclusion of travel 
questions in the next decennial pop- 
ulation census. 

Further details on these subjects 
follow: 

Armed Forces. 


stated that: 


The resolution 


1. Police administrators should 


seriously consider cooperation with 


4 


the services in their efforts to es 


tablish area clearing houses for 
reporting of accident and violation 
information from civil agencies in 
volving off-duty military personnel. 


ik Efforts 


trafic administrators and enforce 


should be made by 


officials to 
of the 


ment encourage repre 


sentation three services on 
coordinating committees of traffic 
officials and state and local public 


support organizat 1oOns. 


3. IACP work 


closely with military establishments 


members should 
in their respective areas to develop 


procedures designed to facilitate 
ready identification of the military 
vehicle operator and discourage is 
suance of more than one state 
operator’s permit to a member of 
the Armed Forces, thereby increas 
ing the effectiveness of state and 


local driver control programs. 


“Conviction” definition. The 
IACP recommended to the National 
Committee on Uniform Trafic Laws 
and Ordinances that Section 6-204 
(c) be eliminated from the Uniform 
Vehicle Code and that a new sec 
tion, numbered Section 6-204.1, be 
adopted to read as follows: 
“Sec. 6-204.1. For the purposes 
of this chapter the term ‘con 
viction’ shall mean a final con- 
viction by the court reporting the 
same as required in Section 6-204 
(a) and (b) regardless of suspen 
ston of sentence, appeal or other 
proceedings for review thereof. In 
the event of reversal of such con- 
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viction the Department shall restore 
to the holder any license thereby 
affected, to which he is otherwise 
entitled. Also, for the purposes 
of this chapter a forfeiture of 
bail or collateral deposited to se- 
cure a defendant’s appearance in 
court, which forfeiture has not 
been vacated, shall be equivalent 
to a conviction,” 

License plate identification. The 
IACP recommended that: 

1. Each registered motor vehicle 
be required to display license plates 
on both front and rear. 

2. Year of registration be readily 
legible on both plates. 

3. Motor 


take the necessary steps to insti 


vehicle administrators 


tute a simple uniform system of 


registration numbers to be displayed 
on license plates. 


4. Motor 


consult 


administrators 
officials 
in providing registration certificates 
so that identification of vehicles and 


vehicle 


with enforcement 


owners thereof may be as positive 
and effective as possible. 


Juvenile traffic violators. 
out that in some areas there exists 
a system whereby juvenile traffic 
violators are referred to police offi- 
cers for determination and disposi- 


Pointing 


tion of their cases and that it was 
the consensus of the Trafic Com- 
mittee that such a system is extra- 
legal, ineffective, and ignores the 


division of government powers, the 
Association urged that police cease 
to serve in a judicial capacity in 
the determination of traffic viola- 
tions committed by juveniles. 


Highway planning and develop- 
ment. Focusing attention on the 
special problems of the police in 
patrolling freeways and limited ac- 
cess highways, the [ACP recom- 
mended to the American Associa- 
tion of State Highway Officials, the 
U.S. Bureau of Public Roads, and 
the Institute of Traffic Engineers 
that full consideration of these po- 
licing needs and problems be given 
in the planning and development of 
highway construction. 


Non-resident violators. Hospitali- 
ty to visitors should not subordinate 
principles of traffic safety, said the 
IACP, in adopting a policy that 
enforcement agencies act against 
those found committing definite, 
clear-cut traffic violations without 
regard to their place of residence. 

Census questions. Highlighting 
the need for information about the 
travel habits of motorists and point- 
ing out that local origin and desti- 
nation studies are costly and time- 


consuming, the 


Association en- 
dorsed the proposal now before the 
Bureau 


of the Census to include 


questions relating to travel and 
garaging in the next population 
census. 


More than 1,500,000 parking meters in the U.S. produce an annual 
revenue of $70 each, according to the American Automobile Association. 
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Public Support Conferences Set 


* R REGIONAL citizen-leadership 
conferences will be conducted in 
March, April, and May under the 
President’s Com 


direction of the 


mittee for Traffic Safety. 


Objective of the conferences is 
to mobilize wider and more effec- 
tive public support for the Action 
Program—especially the priority 
needs as determined by the Decem 
ber 1957 conference 


D. C.) of 


(In Washington, 


state and local officials. 


The dates and places of the con 
ferences and the states included in 


each area are as follows: 


March 11-12, Ambassador Hotel, 
Atlantic City, N. J. 
District of 


Connecticut, 
Delaware, Columbia, 
Maryland, Maine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont. 


April 1-2, Sherman Hotel, Chi 
cago—lIllinois, Indiana, lowa, Kan 
sas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, Ok 
lahoma, South Dakota, Texas, and 
Wisconsin. 


April 8-9, Sheraton-Palace Hotel, 
San Francisco—Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada 
New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Wash- 


ington, and Wyoming. 
May 29-30, 

Miami Beach 

Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisi- 


Hotel, 


Alabama, Arkansas, 


Americana 


ana, Mississippi, North Carolina, 


6 


South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, 
and West Virginia. 


Each conference will be designed 


to: 


1. Focus the widest possible pub 


lic attention on the urgent traf 
safety needs of each state and its 


local communities. 


Encourage and assist existing 
citizen organizatiol to develop 
more citizen support for priority 
needs in each state and its loca 
communities. 

« S Strengthen existing safety or 
ganizations, and assist in the for 


mation of new ones where required, 


so that citizen support for the pro 
and eftec 


gram will be continuous 
tive. 

Attendance will be by invitation. 
Public-spirited citizens from all seg 
ments of the population will be 


invited, with special attention t 


) 


civic and business leadership. 


Only those officials on the pro 
gram, plus others designated by 
the governors to present their states’ 
needs at the special state sessions, 


will be invited. 


The President’s Committee em 
phasized that these conferences are 
especially for citizen leaders—and 
not for public officials, as the latter 
were represented at the December 
meeting when the priority needs 
were drawn up. 
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Each conference will open with 
a two-hour President’s breakfast 
and general session. This will be 


followed by a series of state sessions, 
in which each governor or his repre 
sentative will present a list of pri 
ority needs for his state. In the 
afternoon of the first day, there 
will be 


sessions for 


group 


culture, business and professional, 


agrl 


civic and fraternal, federal govern 


* 


ment, labor, media, parents’ and 


women, and religious representa 
tives. 

On the morning of the second 
day, conference delegates will again 
meet in state sessions to discuss 
how specific needs can be met, 
with views of the various groups 


(agriculture, business, labor, etc.). 
being sought. A general luncheon 


session W il] conclude the conference. 


* 


Chicago Cuts Traffic Deaths 


Chicago achieved a new record 


low in traffic fatalities in 1957 for 
the second year in a row, recording 
318 or 46 1956 


rece rd. 


fewer than the 

The city also attained a new low 
in the number of deaths per 10,000 
registered vehicles 
in 1956. 


3.3 as compared 
with 3.7 

Although the trend generally has 
been downward since a peak traffic 
death toll of 986 was reached in 
1934, the real improvement in Chi 
cago’s record has been shown since 
the 1947-48 study-and-installation 
work by the Traffic 
International 
of Police. At 


yrogram of the Chicago Police De 
prog 


Xivision of the 
Association of Chiefs 
that time the trafhc 


partment was reorganized, the num 
ber of personnel assigned to traffic 


duties was doubled, motor vehicle 


* 


equipment was added, and num- 
erous other improvements’ were 
made. 

Commenting on the 1957 record, 


Chief of Trafic Philip A. McGuire 
said: 
“The 


trafhe fatalities in Chicago gives 


continuing reduction In 


positive answer fo the question 
‘Does work?’ 


Good court conviction of offenders, 


strict enforcement 
cooperation of private traffic agen- 
cies, and publicity in press, radio, 
and television have also contrib 
uted to the death reduction.” 
Chicago’s total of traffic arrests 
1957 
from 1,337,342 in 1956 to 1,337,942. 
How, arrests for moving violations 
rose from 471,344 in 1956 to 533, 
631, while parking tickets issued 


decreased from 865,998 to 804,311. 


increased only slightly in 


* 


Within recent months three Traffic Institute TPA grad keys have 


been returned to the Institute. 


One was returned by a private scavenger in Chicago, another’ by a 


waitress in a cafe, and the third was found on a TWA plane. 


Needless 


to say, the rightful owners were pleased to get their property back! 
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Kemper Announces Traffic Training Grants 


bins Kemper Founpation for 
Traffic Safety, Chicago, will pro- 
vide 32 grant-in-aid awards to US. 
and Canadian law enforcement 
agencies for management training 
of police officers at the Traffic In- 
stitute, Northwestern University. 


Fellowships and scholarships will 
be awarded to department repre- 
sentatives for nine-month study in 
the 1958-59 Trafic Police Admini- 
stration Training Program, which 
begins next Sept. 18. 


Deadline for police departments 
to apply for admission of officers 
to this program and for financial 
assistance is May 15. 


Eligible for admission and award 
consideration are police officers who: 


1. Are not more than 45 years of 
age. 

2. Are in active service in a mu- 
nicipal, county, state, or pro- 
vincial agency. 

3. Have had at least three years 
of police experience. 

4. Have the approval of their 
department head. 

5. Are assured of a leave of ab- 
sence, during which salary will 
be paid. 

6. Have the 
department 


of their 
that they 
will be returned to active serv- 


assurance 
head 
ice upon 


completion of the 


training. 


7. Agree to return to their de- 


partments for at least three 


years. 

8. Are in good health and physi- 
cally fit. 

The 


gram 


nine-month training pro- 


is designed specifically for 
senior officers in command or super 
visory positions, those for whom 
promotion to such positions is def. 
initely contemplated, and present 
or potential departmental training 
school directors. 


“We like to emphasize,” said Ray 
Ashworth, director of the Traffic 
Institute, in announcing the awards, 
“‘that officers selected for this train 
ing attend as representatives of 
their departments, rather than as 
individuals interested in furthering 
their own careers.” 


Officers are selected for the train 
ing on a competitive basis, Mr. 
Factors considered 
the trafhc 
the applicant’s com 


Ashworth said. 
the 
problem in 


munity, 2) department’s plans for 


are: 1) extent of 


use of applicant’s and 


3) applicant’s ability and potential 


training, 
usefulness to his department. 


Selection of candidates is made 
by a Selection Board composed of 
representatives of Northwestern 
University, the International 
Association of Chiefs of Police, and 
the Kemper Foundation for Traffic 
Safety. Before the Selection Board 
meets, applicants are given exami 


nations and are interviewed by In 
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stitute staff members in their home 
departments. 

The Traffic Police Administration 
Training Program comprises four 
major areas of study and activity: 
1) Non-Police Highway Transpor 
tation: 
2) 


and Problems, 
Trafic 


3) Management of Police Service, 


Agencies 


Functions of Police, 


and 4) general education subjects. 


“To increase the possibility of 


having a man selected from their 
departments,” Mr. Ashworth said, 


“police chiefs are encouraged to 


consider all officers of the rank of 


sergeant and above, who are eligible, 
as potential candidates in endorsing 
applications. Eligible men not now 
assigned to trafic should be con 
sidered.” 
Detailed 


the training program and applica 


information concerning 


tions forms for the 1958-59 course 


Fred Theissen walked into Jef. 
ferson County police headquarters 
recently and dropped his driver’s 
the desk. In his 
opinion, he said, he is 


license on own 
“no longer 
capable of driving a car.”” Theissen 
is 85. 


Stevens Point (Wis.) Journal 


Three illegal deer hunters in Wis 
consin recently had their hunting 
and fishing privileges revoked for 
But them 


the driver of their car which col- 


three years. one of 


lided with a patrol car—lost his 
driver’s license for only 90 days. 
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of study may be obtained from the 
Trafic Institute, Northwestern 
University, 1804 Hinman Ave., 
Evanston, Ill. 

The Kemper Foundation for 
Traffic Safety was established in 
1936 as part of the accident pre- 
the Lumber 
mens Mutual Casualty Company 
and the 


vention program of 


American Motorists In- 
surance Company for the purpose 
of providing grant-in-aid awards to 
the Traffic Institute. The Founda- 
tion provided the funds to start the 
Traffic Police Administration Train- 
that time it 
has broadened its support of the 


ing Program. Since 
Institute’s training program to 1n- 
clude funds for extension service to 
graduates and their departments 
and for the general support of the 
overall the 


training program of 


Institute. 


In recent traffic cases in Chicago 
and Wilmington, Del., teen-agers 
have invoked the Fifth Amendment 
to keep from testifying! 


* * * 


In concluding an editorial quoting 
J. Edgar Hoover, the Portland, Ore., 
Journal states a plain fact: ““There 
will be no safety on the roads until 
motorists obey the laws willingly 
or are made to under sure and cer- 
tain sentences to jail, if necessary. 
Fines and suspended sentences are 
a cruel hoax.” 

Amherst (Wis.) Advocate 





Saving of 1,100 Lives 


1957 Traffic Toll Drops 3 Per Cent 


A sAVING of 1,100 lives and the 
lowest mileage death rate in 
the nation’s history! 

That is the report of the National 
Safety Council on the traffic toll 
for 1957. 

The highway death toll for the 
year was 38,500—3 per cent below 
the toll of 39,628 in 1956. 

The 1957 mileage death rate 
(deaths per 100,000,000 vehicle 
miles) was 5.9. The previous all 
time low was 6.3 in 1956 and 1954. 

Every 1957 except 
August showed a drop or nochange 
in traffic fatalities from 
1956. 

The numerical drop of 1,100 in 
traffic deaths in 1957 was the second 


month of 


the same 
month in 


largest to be achieved in any year 
since the end of World War II and 


was surpassed only by a decrease of 


approximately 2,400 deaths in 1954. 
December traffic deaths totalled 
3,710—a 4 per cent drop from the 


toll of 3,858 in the same months 


of 1956 and a saving of approx: 


mately 150 lives in a month that 
traditionally brings peak danger on 
the highway. 

“The 1957 record is, of course, 
definitely encouraging,” said the 
“at unmis 
takeable improvement in traffic be 


Council. reflects an 
havior and enforcement. 
“Much of the credit must go to 
governors, and trafic en 
forcement agencies throughout the 


mayors 


country who are exerting increasing 
and continuting efforts to bring 


10 


down a traffic toll that unquestion 
ably has reached the proportions 
of a national crisis. 

“The drivers and pedestrians de 
serve a big pat on the back, too. 
They, of course, actually made the 
improvement possible. 

“It is highly encouraging to know 
that in the midst of international 
problems headlined by Sputnik and 
similar ‘spectaculars’ the nation had 
the courage and common sense to 
go after the serious internal prob 
lem of death and disaster on the 
highways. 

‘One year does not make an 


trafhe. But 1957 


the turning 


era 
of safer could 
the 


war on trafhe accidents. It is sig 


well be point in 
nificant that the improvement was 
attained in the face of a 4 per cent 


rise in motor vehicle travel.” 


Of 48 


cember, 22 


states reporting for De 


showed increases, 25 
had decreases and one reported no 


change. 


For the entire vear 30 states had 


decreases. They were: 


Montana 21% 
Idaho 18% 
Kansas 15% 
North Dakota 13% 
Michigan 11% 
Missouri 11% 
Florida 11% 
Georgia 11% 
South Dakota 11% 
Colorado 1O% 


Tennessee 9% 
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Wyoming _ go 


c 
Massachusetts — 7% 
Louisiana - 79 
Alabama 6% 
Mississipp! 6% 
Pennsylvania 5% 
Indiana 5% 
Arizona - SF 
California 42, 
North Carolina - 49 
Wisconsin 49%, 
Nebraska 49, 
Maine 4% 
New Hampshire 4% 
Texas — 39 
Ilinots 2% 
lowa 1% 
Connecticut 1% 
New York less than 0.5% 


Reporting cities did not do as 


well as the whole in 


1957. 


nation as a 


In contrast with the 3 per 


cent decrease for the entire country, 
625 cities showed a 2 per cent de 
crease for the entire year. For 
December alone, these cities showed 
a 5 per cent decrease from the pre 
vious year. 

Of the 625 248 


than in 


reporting cities, 
had fewer deaths in 1957 


1956, exactly the same number 
reported increases, and 129 had no 
change. 

Among cities with decreases for 
12 months, the following have popu 


lations over 200,000: 


It is not the length of your life 
counts. 
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Norfolk, Va. —47Q% 
Milwaukee, Wis. — 43% 
Louisville, Ky — 38%, 
Fort Worth, Tex. ~— 7% 
Richmond, Va. a 5% 
Boston, Mass. - 7% 
Tampa, Fla. —272% 


NMNNNNM NM & YS 
a 


Flint, Mich. — 279, 
Indianapolis, Ind. —239% 
=. Louis, Mo. — 2% 
Seattle, Wash. — 20% 
Kansas City, Mo. —14% 
Omaha, Neb. —14% 
Memphis, Tenn. —13% 
Chicago, Ill. —10% 
Detroit, Mich. — 9% 
Birmingham, Ala. — 99 
Baltimore, Md. — 8% 
Syracuse, N. Y. — 89 
Philadelphia, Pa. — 79% 
Providence, R. a — 6% 
Denver, Colo. — 5& 
Los Angeles, Calif. - 3% 
Buffalo, N. ¥. -_ 3% 
New Orleans, La. — 19 


In December, 202 cities had per 
fect records. Of these the three 
largest were Omaha, Neb. (278, 


200); Tampa, Fla. (269,900), and 
Providence, R. I. (248,700). 


For the entire year 92 cities had 
perfect records. The three largest 
were Lynn, Mass. (99,000); Great 
Falls, Mont. (46,600), and Kokomo, 
Ind. (44,100). 


-but the intensity of your life that 
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PROGRESS REPORTED IN JUDICIAL RECOGNITION 
OF SPEED CHECK DEVICES 


(Part 2 of two parts) 


Testing on Location Held Sufficient 
Foundation 


In the foregoing cases will be 


noted the increasing tendency of 
the courts to emphasize testing of 


the speed check device on location 
as constituting sufficient foundation 
to prove accuracy of its readings. 
This is of special importance in 
view of the fact that she Dantonio 
case approved judicial notice of the 
radar speed meter device and no other. 
Therefore that case and those radar 
cases which have followed it would 
not be authority for taking judicial 


notice of the general accuracy of 


devices which do not operate on 


the radar principle. 
Several other devices in use by 


police departments operate on the 


principle of timing vehicles over a 
measured stretch of highway deline- 
ated by the familiar hoses across 
the road. 
the speedwatch, the traffic timer, 


Some such devices are 


the Ametron electronic speedmeter, 


12 


the traffic analyst, and others. Since 
the principles upon which these in 
struments operate are not matters 
of common knowledge, it is doubt 
ful if the courts would take judicial 
notice of their accuracy as speed 
measuring devices. At least no 
court has so far done so. However, 
if their accuracy can be attested 
by experiments conducted with po 
lice cars driven over the stretch, 
and speedometer readings therein 
shown to correspond with the read 
ing given by the device, we have a 
formula applicable to all such de 
vices regardless of their principle of 
operation. 


In Dietze v. State, 162 Nebr. 80, 
75 N.W.2d 95 (March, 1956), the 
foundational testimony as to gen 
eral accuracy of the radar device 
was sketchy and obviously insuf. 
ficient as expert testimony, having 
been given by state patrolmen un 
versed in the scientific aspects. On 
appeal from his conviction for speed- 
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ing, based upon the radar evidence, 
the defendant contended the foun 
dation was insufficient. In denying 
this contention the court said: “‘As 
already indicated the contention is 
only that there was no sufhcient 
foundation. In of this it 
is urged that the foundation may 


support 


be laid only by the testimony of 
an expert witness regarding the con 
struction, operation and purpose of 
the particular machine, its margin 
of error and the ways and means of 


testing its accuracy. 


“It is of course true that this is 
a proper method of the 


foundation for the admissibility of 


laying 


the records of speed of moving ve 
hicles as shown by radar devices 
(citing Dantonio and the New York 
cases, supra.) This method however 
is not and should not be regarded as 
exclusive.” The court points out 
that evidence of experiments is gen- 
erally admissible to prove various 
facts, and “‘it is a rule which has 
been paramount in all of the steps 
of the human family in its progress 
from its most primitive state to its 
present condition. It is directly 
State v. 


Should it not now 


sustained by Dantonio, 


(supra. ) be re 
tained as a rule of adjective law 
and of human direction, provided 
it is surrounded by safe- 


In the light of common 


proper 
guards? 


knowledge and the experience of 


the ages it does not appear that 
anything is more convincing as to 
inanimate mechanisms than a course 
of experiments which discloses the 
production of unvarying results. It 
was evidence of that type of experi- 
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ment which provided the basis for 
the evidence of speed at which the 
defendant was operating the bus. 
We that 


under these circumstances furnished 


conclude the evidence 
a sufficient foundation for the evi 


dence as to speed.” 

In Peterson State, 163 Nebr. 
669, 80 N.W.2d 688, (Feb. 1, 1957), 
the same court carried the point 
one step further. This was another 
speeding conviction based on radar, 
in which the accused challenged the 
sufficiency of the foundation as to 
accuracy of the device. The evi 
dence showed that a patrol car was 
driven past the speed meter on two 
occasions, before and after the time 
the defendant drove past it, on both 
of which occasions the speedometer 
readings agreed with those of the 
radar speed meter. 

Indicating the direction which 
such cases are taking, i.e., toward 
acceptance of radar readings with- 
out preliminary foundation the same 
as speedometers, the court said: 
‘Defendant's that 
there must be foundation evidence 


contention is 


of the accuracy of the speedometer 
before it can be accepted as a foun- 
dation for the accuracy of the read- 
The 


direct issue upon which these argu- 


ing of the speedometer. 


ments are bottomed is that evidence 
as to the showing of speedometer 
readings is inadmissible unless the 
accuracy of the speedometer in- 
volved is shown by competent evi- 
dence. The precise question was 
presented to the English Court of 
Appeal in Nicholas v. Penny, 2 K.B. 
466, (1950, Vol. 2), All Eng. 89, 
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21 ALR2d 1193. That was a speed- 
ing case. The police officer testified 
to the speedometer reading of his 
car while following the defendant. 
He further testified that the speed- 
ometer had been tested by himself 
and two other officers and had been 
The two 
other officers did not testify. Their 


found to be accurate. 
evidence was necessary to show the 
accuracy of the tests. The court 
held that the evidence of the testi- 
fying officer as to information given 
by the other officer was hearsay and 
inadmissible. The court then held 
that the evidence of the officer as to 
the reading of the speedometer was 
competent and admissible. The rule 
of the case is that the testimony of 
an officer as to the speedometer 
reading of a car driven by him at 
a given time is competent prima 
facia evidence of the speed of the 
car at the time. Evidence as to the 
accuracy of the speedometer is not 
required as a foundation to that 
evidence. We adopt the reasoning 


of (this case) and the conclusion 


based thereon.” 


plied.) 


(Emphasis sup 


(It seems a short, inevitable step 


from this to the position where 
evidence of the radar reading alone 
may constitute prima facie evidence 
of the speed of passing vehicles. If 
the accuracy of the radar device 
may be attested by speedometer 
readings without proof of the ac- 
curacy of the speedemeter, it seems 
pointless to require such foundation 
at all. The English case, Penny v. 
Nicholas, was also cited with evi 

approval by the 


dent Supreme 
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Court of New Jersey in the Dan- 
tonio case. See ALR2d 
1200 (1952).) 


However, two cases decided by 


note: 21 


the Supreme Court of Appeals of 
Virginia, March 11, 1957, indicate 
that in that state, at least, prelim- 
inary tests of speed measurement 
devices by use of speedometers 
must be accompanied by proof as 
to the accuracy of the speedometer. 
Virginia is one of the states which 
provide by statute for admissibility 
of radar evidence, but even under 
the statute it is held necessary to 
prove testing of the particular de 
vice on location, even though ex 
pert testimony as to accuracy and 


reliability may be dispensed with. 


Royals v. Comm., 198 Va. 876, 
96 S.E.2d 812 and Royals v. Comm., 
198 Va. .883, 96 S.E.2d 816, both 
(1957) presented the same founda 
the 
device had been tested after it had 


tional question, #.e. whether 


the 
first case the officers testified they 


been set up on location. In 


did not know whether it had been 


tested, but assumed it had. The 
court calls attention to a ruling of 
the Department of State Police 


which requires a radar device ‘‘to 
be tested by trial runs when it was 
first set down, and then again tested 
before it was taken up.”’ The court 
the 
admissibility of the evidence, and 


held such testing essential to 
reversed the defendant’s speeding 
conviction on this ground. 

In the second Roya/s case, cited 
above, the prosecution attempted 
to establish the necessary founda 


tion by introduction of a routine 


Traffic Digest & Review 








departmental report reciting such 


test. Officers testified they “‘as 
sumed” from this that the tests 
had been made. This report was 


held unavailing since it constituted 
The “This 


testimony is not based on the per 


hearsay. court said: 
sonal knowledge of the witnesses 
and is clear hearsay or mere deduc 
tions drawn by them. A_ person 
accused of violating a criminal law 
is entitled to be confronted by his 
accusers, and he cannot be lawfully 
convicted on hearsay evidence or 
inferences deduced by witnesses. 

It is impossible for the court 
to determine what weight the jury 
gave to the hearsay testimony im 
and therefore 


properly admitted, 


the judgment of conviction will 
have to be rey ersed.”” 

(This is to say: If preliminary 
tests are required, they must be 
shown by the testimony of the wit 
nesses who made them, not by re 


ports or certificates to that effect. 


Court Explains Warning Sign 
Requirement of Virginia Statute 


The Virginia statute, sec. 46 


215.2(c) provides: ‘‘No operator of 


a motor vehicle may be arrested 
under this section (relating to ad 


mission unless 


of radar evidence) 
signs have been placed at the State 
line on the primary highway sys 
tem, and outside cities and towns 
having over 3500 population, on 
the primary highways, to indicate 
the legal rate of speed and that the 
speed of motor vehicles may be 
measured by radiomicrowaves or 
other electrical devices.” 
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A 1956 amendment added a pro 
vision which establishes a presump- 
tion that the signs have been posted 
State Highway 
Commissioner’s certificate of such 


and making the 
posting admissible as proof thereof. 
Although this amendment was not 
time of 
Royals’ trial, the court held he had 


part of the law at the 


constructive notice of the operation 
of the radar unit from the fact that 
signs were posted on the highway 
in and around a nearby town, and 
actual notice thereof obtained from 
a filling station operator who warned 
him that radar was being used on 
the highway on which he was later 
detected in the act of speeding. 
Explaining the purpose of such 
signs, the court said: “The object 
of this provision of the statute is 
to eliminate the possible contention 
that the use of radar to determine 
a motorist’s rate of speed Is an en 
trapment. and creates a feeling of 
hostility between the motoring pub 
lic and the police officers. Posting 
of the required signs gives every 
motorist using the highway between 
signs a fair warning that radar may 
be in use and that he violates the 
speed limit at his peril. Knowledge 
of the fact that radar may be used 
on the highway has a tendency, 
sometimes unconsciously, to deter 
motorists from driving at an un- 
lawful S.E.2d 812, 


814). 


speed.” (96 


Statutes Giving Speed Check Readings 
Prima Facie Effect Do Not Deny Due 
Process of Law 

Some of the statutes relating to 
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the admission of evidence produced 
by electronic or mechanical speed 
measuring devices contain the pro- 
vision that the results of such checks 
shall be accepted as prima facie 
evidence of the speed of the vehicle 
in question. (Virginia Code, sec. 
46-215.2, as am. 1954; Maine R.S. 
1954, ch. 22, sec. 113-A; North Da- 
kota Laws 1955, ch. 239, sec. 4; 
Nebraska Laws 1955, L.B. 155.) 
In Dooley v. Comm., 198 Va. 32, 
92 S.E.2d 348 (Va.—April 23, 1956), 
the defendant, convicted of speed- 
ing by use of radar equipment, on 
appeal contended that sec. 46-215.2 
violates Amend 


Con- 


the Fourteenth 


ment to the United States 


stitution in denying due process of 
law, since it makes the readings of 


the radar device prima facie evi- 
dence against an accused person. 

“De- 
that the act 
contravenes the due process clause 


As to this the court said: 
fendant’s contention 


of the constitution is, in our view, 
without merit. The general rule is 
that the test of the constitutionality 
of statutes making proof a certain 
fact prima facie or presumptive evi- 
dence of another fact is whether 
there is a natural and rational evi- 
dentiary relation between the fact 
proven 
Where relation 


exists and where the presumption 


and the fact presumed. 


such evidentiary 
is found to be both reasonable and 
rebuttable, it does not violate the 
due process amendment. 


“That there is a natural and evi- 
dentiary relation existing between 
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the results of a speed checked by 


radiomicrowaves and the speed of 
the motor vehicle checked by them 
can hardly be denied. For many 
years the public has become gen- 
erally aware of the widespread use 
of radiomicrowaves or other elec- 
trical devices in detecting the speed 
of motor vehicles or other moving 
objects; and while the intricacies 
of such devices may not be fully 
understood their general accuracy 
and effectiveness are not seriously 
questioned. S/ate 
(supra.) 


Dantonio, 


“‘Neither does the statute, as con 
tended by the defendant, shift the 
burden of proof. It merely creates 
a rule of evidence and does not de 
termine the guilt of the accused. 
When the radiomicrowave check of 
the speed of a motor vehicle is 
proved to be in excess of the legal 
rate of speed the burden of going 
forward with the evidence shifts to 
the defendant. This neither shifts 
the burden of ultimate proof nor 
does it deprive the defendant of 
the presumption of innocence. 

“For the reasons stated, we hold 
that Sec. 46-215.2 of Assembly 1954, 
Chapter 313, p. 385, does not vio- 
late the Fourteenth Amendment to 
Constitution of United 
States, and that it is in all respects 


the the 
(It is interest- 
ing to note that the United States 
Supreme Court denied Dooley’s ap 


a valid enactment.”’ 


plication for writ of certiorari, 1 L. 
ed. 2d 1432.) 
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Radar Speed Meter Does Not Offend 
“Speed Trap” Laws 


Particularly important in states 
whose trafic law enforcement pro- 
grams are restricted by the so-called 
“speed trap” laws (California, Ore 
gon, and Washington), are the cases 
of People Uv. Beamer, 130 Cal. App.2d 
874, 279 P.2d 205 (January 17, 
1955): In re Scott Beamer, 133 Cal. 
App.2d 63, 283 P.2d 356 (May 18, 
1955); and State v. Ryan, 48 Wash. 


2d 304, 293 P. 2d 399 (Wash.—Feb.9, 
1956). 
The ‘‘speed trap’”’ laws referred 


to are statutes of those states bar 
ring evidence of speed obtained by 
stretch of 
Typical of such laws is 
of the California 


timing over a measured 
highway. 
751 


Code which provides: “Speed traps 


sec. Vehicle 
prohibited. (a) No peace officer or 
other person shall use a speed trap 
in arresting, or participating or 
assisting in the arrest of, any per 


son for any alleged violation of 


Division 9 (speeding) of this code 
nor shall any speed trap be used 
in securing evidence as to the speed 
of any vehicle for the purpose of 
an arrest or prosecution under this 
code. (b) A speed trap within the 
meaning of this chapter is a par 
ticular section of a highway meas- 
ured as to distance and with boun- 
daries marked, designated or other 
order that the 
speed of a vehicle may be calculated 
by securing the time it takes said 
vehicle to travel such known distance. 


wise determined i” 


(c) No evidence as to the speed of 
a vehicle upon a highway shall be 
admitted in court the 


any upon 
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trial of any person for an alleged 
violation of Division 9 of this code 
when such evidence is based upon 
or obtained from or by the main 
tenance or use of a speed trap.” 
The question at issue in each of 


the cited cases was whether evi 
dence obtained through use of the 
radar speed meter fell within the 
ban of these “speed trap”’ statutes, 
each of them the 


and in courts 


held it did not. As explained by 
the Appellate Department of the 
Superior Court of Alameda County 
in the Beamer case, ‘““The evidence 
of the experts in this case shows 
that the radar device in question 
determines the speed with which 
an object is moving toward or away 
from the device through space. , It 


makes no difference whether the 
object in question is moving upon 
the surface of the ground or in the 
air, and it makes no difference 
whether the object is moving ver- 
tically or horizontally or at any 
angle between the vertical and hori 
zontal. The determination of speed 
is made without reference to any 
particular section of a_ highway, 
without reference to 


and in fact, 


at all. The distance 


this 


any highway 
measured by 
the 


radar device is 
distance the reflecting object 
travels through space and not a 
measured distance on the highway. 
Highway boundaries, marked or 
otherwise determined, are not in- 
volved in the operation of this 
device. 

“Appellant contends that this 
radar device is a speed trap because 
it measures time and distance and 
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actually measures the distance a 
vehicle the 
Every determination of speed 


travels on highway. 
through space or over the ground 


involves a determination of time 
and distance because speed equals 
This 


argument could be applied with 


distance divided by time. 
equal force to the speedometer in 
the traffic officer’s car when he pur- 
sues a speeder along the highway. 
It is too well established for argu- 
ment that the officer’s speedometer 
in his automobile is not a speed 
trap even though the speedometer 


is actuated by the movement of 


the tires of the car along the par- 
ticular portion of the highway which 
traveling, and 


it is incidentally 


measures the length of such portion. 
elec 


that the 


tromagnetic radar speed meter here 


“For the reason 
involved determines speed through 
space without reference to the high- 
way it would seem to be clear that 
it is not a speed trap within the 
meaning of section 751 of the Ve 


hicle Code and the judgment of 


conviction must be affirmed.” 

In re Scott Beamer, supra, was a 
habeas corpus action brought by 
Beamer to test the validity of the 
conviction in the foregoing case, and 
the District Court of Appeal in 
effect affirmed the ruling of the 
Superior Court (Appellate Depart- 
ment.) Thus the issue is settled in 
California: the radar speed meter 
is not a “‘speed trap.”’ 

The same was held in State v. 
Ryan, supra, in which the Supreme 
Court of Washington said: ‘‘It will 
be observed that under the above 
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quoted statute, a ‘speed trap’ con- 
templates the use of a particular 
section of or distance on a public 
highway, the length of which has 
been or is measured off or other 
wise designated or determined. It 
also contemplates that speed is to 
be calculated with reference to the 
lapsed time during which a vehicle 
travels between the entrance and 


exit of the measured section of 


highway. It follows that the 
use of such device does not con 
stitute a ‘speed trap’ within the 
(Note 
worthy in this case is the fact that 


meaning of the statute.” 


the court pointed out that no experi 
mental tests were made of the radar 
equipment on location, and that 
none was required.) 

This latest compilation of cases 
shows significant progress made by 
the courts in connection with the 
legal aspects of modern scientific 
speed check evidence. There seems 
to be substantial agreement now 
that expert testimony as to general 
reliability and accuracy of the de 
vice in question may be dispensed 
with and that a sufficient founda 
tion is laid by evidence of spot tests 
on location to show the device is in 
proper working condition and that 
the 


speedometer readings of the officer’s 


its readings correspond with 


cars when driven past it. Also, the 
tendency is to regard such founda 
tion as sufficient even though there 
is no showing as to the accuracy 
of the speedometer used in making 
the tests. 


It can be predicted with con 


fidence that very soon the courts 
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will be holding that evidence ob 
tained by use of such devices may 
be admitted without any prelim 
kind, 


same as is now done with speed 


inary showing of this the 


ometer evidence, the weight thereof 


being left to the jury. 

(In connection with the necessity 
of proving speedometer accuracy, 
however, reference must be made to 
the recent decisions in New York, 
holding that speedometer evidence 
alone is insufficient to sustain a 
conviction in the absence of proof 


of the accuracy and recent testing 


NSC'S Citation Awards 


Closing date for nominations for 
the National Safety Council's Cita 
tion Awards for 1957 Traffic Safety 
Activities is February 28. 

Official nomination forms may be 
obtained from the Public Education 
Division, Trafic and Transporta 
tion Department, National Safety 
Council, 425 N. Ave., 
Chicago 11, Ill. 


Fighteen citation awards will be 


Michigan 


made for work done in traffic safety 
in 1957, 
to individuals and twelve to organi 
Any 


nominated, 


Six of the awards will be 


zations. individual may be 


except in the public 
information media field, provided 
that individual does not have a 
primary professional responsibility 
in traffic safety. 

Any organization, association or 


governmental unit may be nomi 


nated except public information 
media and _ those groups having 
trafic accident prevention as a 
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of the speedometer in question. See 
People v. Hevyser, 2 N.Y.2d. 390, 
141 N.E.2d 553 (1957) so holding, 
but sustaining the conviction on the 
basis of the officer’s opinion as to 
defendant’s speed.) 

(Note: 
formation received that 
on January 16, 1958, the New York 


Court of Appeals approved judicial 


As this goes to press, in 


has been 


notice of the reliability of the radar 


speed meter in Pe ople Magri. 
Citation of this case is not presently 
available but will be given our 


readers as soon as it 1s known.) 
major objective. Accident preven 
tion departments of professional and 
trade associations will not beeligible. 

Nominations will be reviewed and 
citation winners selected by a board 
of judges appointed by the National 
Safety Council. 


will be announced May 5, 1958. 


Citation winners 


*x* * * 


ENGINEERING AWARDS 


Trafic engineering fellowships 
and scholarships for study at the 
Yale Bureau of 


are available for the academic year 


Highway Traffic 


starting in September, 1958. 

Engineering graduates who wish 
to pursue professional careers in 
street and highway planning, de 
sign, and operations may apply. 
Applications for admission and spe 
cial forms for fellowship application 
may be obtained by writing to the 
Bureau of Highway Traffic, Yale 
University, Strathcona Hall, New 
Haven 11, Conn. Closing date for 
filing is March 1. 
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HERE’S “BUILT-IN” BONUS FOR TD&R READERS 








subscribers. 


in the Traffic Digest & Review. 


1 to 5 copies 

6 to 25 copies 
26 to 100 copies 
Over 100 copies 





“Stopping and Approaching the Traffic Violator,” a 
training manual, is the February bonus for Trafic Digest © Review 


It is the first of a number of basic training manuals in the Traffic 
Law Enforcement series which will be published from time to time 


“Stopping and Approaching the Traffic Violator,”’ written at the 
operational level, tells the steps a police officer should take in stopping 
and approaching a traffic violator. 
specifically for use in departmental training programs. 

The new publication soon will be available in pamphlet form 
(81% x 11 in. in size, punched for 3-ring notebook) and may be pur 
chased from the Traffic Institute, Northwestern University, 1804 
Hinman Ave., Evanston, Ill., at the following prices: 


When ordering, specify “Stopping and Approaching the Trafic 
Violator” and indicate “Publication No. 2368.” 


> 


new basic 


It was developed and written 


50 cents ea. 
40 cents ea. 
30 cents ea. 


20 cents ea. 








CALIFORNIA PUBLIC WANTS SAFETY 


The California public wants traf- 
fic safety. 

This conclusion has been reached 
by the California Senate Interim 
Committee on Prevention of Auto- 
motive Accidents following early 
returns from a_ state-wide public 
opinion poll—the goal of which is 
a half million replies. 

Frank A. Crampton, executive 
secretary of the committee, in a 
letter to the Traffic Digest S Review, 
said: 
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“So far, replies have been far 
stronger for a crack-down than we 


About 78 


more enforcement, 82 


believed possible. per 


cent want 
per cent want more driver educa 
tion, 72 per cent want more rigid 
driver examinations, and 65 per cent 


less liberal. No 


percentages 


wants courts to be 


doubt these 


will not 
remain static, but the trend is ob 
vious. The public wants highway 
accidents stopped.” 
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STOPPING AND APPROACHING THE TRAFFIC VIOLATOR 





62.010—When a has been 
overtaken by pursuit, the next prob- 


violator 


lem is to halt him and come up to 
him on foot to take whatever action 
may be required. If carelessly done 
this may be dangerous to yourself, to 
the violator, and to other traffic. 
62.020—Practices described here ap- 
ply to most situations and under most 
conditions. However, there may be 
times when you must, on your own 
initiative, adapt these techniques to 
the situation. Close adherence to these 


will form 


practices help you good 
working habits. Good habits are the 
key to safety in stopping and ap 
proaching. Stops are always made 


under emergency conditions. 

62.030—Stop ping and approaching is 
complete when you have stopped the 
the 
place where you will begin to talk to 


violator’s vehicle and moved to 


the driver. 

62.040 Stopping a violator in a ve- 
hicle when you are on foot presents 
special problems which are not covered 
here. Because situations of this kind 
usually arise while an officer is direct- 
ing traffic, the methods are more ap- 
propriately 


described in connection 


with such activity. Of course, ap- 
proach to the violator is the same 
whether you were on foot to begin 
with or left your own vehicle to ap 


proach on foot. 
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Select the Place 


62.110 
possible to stop the violator promptly, 
He 
able to pull off the traveled roadway 
or out of moving traffic. 


Select a place where it is 


efficiently, and safely. must be 
An experi- 
enced driver will resist being forced 
to stop on the highway pavement or 
in a dangerous spot. An inexperienced 
driver may become confused or pan- 
icky and cause an accident. You are 
responsible for picking a safe place to 
make the stop. 


62.120 


is an important decision for several 


Selecting a good Spot to stop 
reasons: 


1. If the violator becomes confused and has 
an accident, you and your department 


probably will be severely criticized. 


>) 


2. If the spot for stopping is not carefully 
selected, the vehicle 


larly if it is a heavy one) may bog down 


violator’s (particu 


in soft groand. This situation too could 
result in unfavorable criticism and loss of 
There 


question as to the legal responsibility for 


patrol time. may even be some 


damages and towing charges incurred. 


3. If you stop the violator in a hazardous spot, 
you will endanger both the violator and 
yourself. 


62.130—Try to find a place where 


there is plenty of room. \n rural areas 
this would be off the traveled portion 
of the highway where there is a good 
hard shoulder. In the late evening or 
early when business 


morning most 
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places are closed it is often possible 
to have the violator pull into the drive 
way of a filling station, drive-in, snack 
shack, or store. As a general rule, 
however, don’t use private property 
for this purpose if you have reason to 
believe the owners will object. Avoid 
particularly stopping violators on 
lawns of residences or in front of 
driveways to business establishments 
during business hours. 


62.140 
area will help you select a good stop 
ping place quickly. While patrolling, 
look for, and keep in mind safe places. 


Familiarity with your patrol 


This knowledge will help you to plan 
the timing of the stopping maneuver 
and reduce hazards, conflicts, and time 
consumed. 


62.142 


expect the roadway to be free from 


Motorists have a right to 
obstructions. They resent delays or 
inconveniences. This resentment be 
comes worse when the police cause the 


delays! 


62.144 


pose a special stopping problem. Be 


Heavy or oversized vehicles 


sure the place you select will support 
the weight of the vehicle and that its 
extra width or length will not be a 
hazard to other traffic. 


62.150 If there is no place nearby 
to stop a violator, you may have to 
follow him for some distance before 
making the stop. It’s usually better 


to follow the violator for an 


extra 
mile or two to find a safe place than 
risk serious congestion or accident. 
There will be cases where you have to 
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stop a violator practically immedi 
ately, for example a drinking driver, 
but where possible avoid such places 
a hill, a 


as the crest of curve, or an 


intersection. If the 


violator in a hazardous position, get 


you must stop 
his vehicle moved to a safer position 
as soon as practicable. 
62.160—Particularly bad spots to 
stop a violator and some of the reasons 


they should be avoided are: 


Intersections which may distract approach 
ing traffic or obstruct the 


traffic. 


view of oncoming 


Hills 


view of approaching traffic 


and curves which will obstruct the 


Places 


centers, picnic areas, 


with neon signs, parks, amusement 


drive-in movies, and 


other spots where motorists may be sub 


ject to distraction 


Lonely roads or out-of-the-way places where 


no help would be readily available if the 
violator attacked you or otherwise became 
unruly. 

62.170—Darkness makes your task 


of selecting a stopping place more dif 
ficult. Pick a spot visible to approach 
ing traffic for at least 400 feet in each 
direction, and, whenever possible, a 
place which has some illumination. 
This will give you increased safety and 
make it easier to write a citation or 


warning ticket. 


Signal Other Traffic 


62.210 


going to stop the violator, determine 


After deciding where you're 


when you can stop safely. Before you 
begin the actual stopping procedure, 
look in your mirror. If there is any- 
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one directly behind you, be sure he 


is alerted to the maneuver you are 


about to undertake. Then edge out 
slightly into the left lane and look at 
the roadway ahead. Determine wheth 
er there are view obstructions within 
the distance required to stop and check 
for approaching traffic that may en 
danger you during the stopping ma 


neuver. 


62.220—Next, signal other trafhc. 
Turn on your red blinking light and 
then be sure other motorists are alerted 
to the fact you are about to undertake 
an unusual maneuver. If there is any 
following or oncoming 


question that 


drivers have not seen your signals, 


remain behind the violator and wait 
for other trafic to slow down or make 


way for you. 


Come Abreast of the Violator 


62.240 


your lane of travel to signal the vio 


You may not have to leave 
lator to come to a stop. Particularly 
at night he probably will stop for your 
you are di 


blinking red light while 


rectly behind him. It’s also a good 
idea to flick your headlights from high 
to low beam several times while your 
red light is on. If the violator does 
not stop when you use your lights, 
left take a 


position almost abreast of him to sig 


move into the lane and 
nal him to stop. Have your front end 
abreast of the rear part of the door 


on the driver’s side as in Exhibit 62-1. 


Signaling the Violator 


62.310. 


eral times to attract the driver’s at- 


Tap your horn lightly sev- 


February, 1958 


tention. Except under emergency 
conditions, don’t use your siren. The 
sudden noise may confuse or distract 
the motorist, causing him to swerve 


Allow 


enough distance between your vehicle 


into you or off the roadway. 


and the other so that any swerving 
movement on his part will not cause 


him to run into the side of your vehicle. 





Ailes 


























Exhibit 62-1. Ordinary position when 
signalling violator to stop. Keep safety 
space between in case violator swerves. 
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62.320 


lator’s attention, motion to him by 


Having attracted the vio 


hand to tell him what you want him 
Most the 
“message” if you just point to the 


to do. violators will get 


side of the road. At night, turn on 


your right-turn signal indicator. If 


the violator does not stop immediately, 
do not assume he is going to make a 
run for it. Maybe he failed to hear 
or understand your signal. A woman 
driving alone at night may be afraid 
to stop or a stubborn or self-righteous 
person may ignore your signal, refusing 


to believe he has done anything wrong. 


62.330—Use your siren only as an 


emergency or: last-resort 
you must, first drop back so that the 
front end of your vehicle is slightly 
behind the rear bumper of the vio- 
Give a series of short 


lator’s car. 


blasts. 
62.350: 


to the officer’s stop signal. 


Motorists react differently 
General 
rules in the following sections will help 
you deal successfully with more com- 


mon types of violator reactions. 


Sudden Stops 


62.360—T he diffi- 
culty caused by the violator is stop- 
ping abruptly. 


most frequent 
It may force you to 
overtake and end up ahead of his car. 
Before turning on your red light, be 
sure there is enough distance between 
you and the violator ahead so that 


if he comes to a sudden stop on seeing 
the red light you will not run into his 
rear. 


62.370—As you move into the posi- 
tion to signal, take your foot off the 
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device. If 


brake 
Be careful not to apply the 
brake 


cases 


accelerator and the 
pedal. 


brake. 


sharply if necessary. In 


put it on 
Prepare yourself to 
most 
the speed gained from moving into 
the signaling position will keep you 
in position long enough to make your 
signals understood. Some officers find 
it helpful to put their left foot on the 
brake pedal as they move into the 
stopping position, thus giving instan 
taneous braking and acceleration con 


trol during the stopping maneuver. 


62.380—If you overshoot the vio 


lator’s car, back up so that you can 
move into behind the 


position V10 


lator’s car. This maneuver should be 
carried out with extreme caution. Be 


sure that you do not endanger other 
traffic. 
If Violator Stops on Roadway 


62.410 


stop on 


Sometimes a motorist will 


the traveled portion of the 


roadway. When this occurs, remain 
behind his car and warn other traffic 


with your red light. You must do 


one of two things: 


1. If your movement up to the violator’s 
vehicle will be hazardous be cause of othe r 
traffic, signal the violator from within your 
patrol car. Use 


attract the 


of the siren or horn to 
violator’s attention, followed 
by a hand signal as described earlier, may 
produce the desired results. 


If other traffic is not a problem or when 
the violator fails to respond to your signal, 
approach the 


vehicle and tell the driver 


just what you want him to do. 


62.415 
pected drinking driver, do not signa] 


When dealing with a sus 
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him over from within your car. He 
usually will not heed your signal and 
any further operation of the vehicle 
by the offender may be embarrassing 
in court. In these cases, have the 
driver move over and drive the car 


off the road yourself. 


If Violator Refuses to Stop 


62.420-—When a person intentionalls 
refuses to stop, you may radio ahead 
for assistance and give instructions for 


a road block or you may have to cut 


him off. Unless the violation is con- 


tinuing or of a serious nature, these 
tactics, especially cutting him off, are 
not advisable. 
the vehicle, the registration number, 
and an accurate description of the 
driver should gain a conviction even 
when the summons is delivered to the 
violator at a later date. 

62.430—In most situations, the driv- 
er, after noticing the signals from the 
officer, will pull over to the shoulder 
of the road and stop. Here is where 
timing is important. Be prepared to 
apply your brakes so you can stop 
your vehicle behind the violator’s. 
Don’t start to move behind the vio- 
lator until after the sharp braking has 


been completed. See Exhibit 62-2. 


62.440 


and road conditions will make it neces- 


Sometimes trafic, weather, 


sary for you to deviate from the pro 
cedures outlined here, but never move 
in front of the violator. The only time 
you may do this is when you have 
overshot the vehicle while braking, 
and extremely heavy traffic around 
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A full description of 


you requires you to move off the road 
immediately or when stopping certain 


special types of vehicles. 


Place Your Vehicle Properly 


| P ; 
62.5/0—After the violator has been 


stopped, place your vehicle 8 to 15 


feet behind his. Have the left edge 


of your vehicle two feet to the left 

















Exhibit 62-2. Drop back but not be- 
hind until he slows so that a quick stop 
on his part will not trap you. 
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of the violator’s vehicle as in Exhibit 
62-3, except in those cases where heavy 
trathc, or 


position hazardous to other traffic. 


road conditions make this 


62.520—The distance between your 
car and the violator’s car will reduce 
the possibility of a three-car accident 
into the 
By park 
ing slightly to the left of violator’s 


if a motorist should crash 


rear of your patrol vehicle. 


car, you reduce the possibility of being 


struck by an overtaking motorist 


while you are talking to the violator. 


Exhibit 62-3. Desirable position of 
stopped vehicles under normal con- 
ditions. The two-foot offset is to protect 
you while standing beside violator 


| 


} 
) 
| 
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62.530—You are subject to the same 


emotional upsets as the violator, but 
it’s your business to control your emo 
tions. Before approaching the vio 
lator, stop and take stock of the situa 
tion. If you feel it necessary, remain 


in your car until you have ‘‘cooled 


off” sufficiently to act in an 
You can 


some of this time fo 


Impetr 


sonal manner. effectively use 


write down the 
registration number of the violator’s 
vehicle and observe the passengers 
within. Watch especially for any 
change in positions between a pas 
senger and the driver or any other 


suspicious O! unusua l 


the violator’s vehicle 


Approach Violators Carefully 


62.6/0—Atter composing yourselt 
sufficiently, step out of your vehicle. 
H ‘at h for pa 1} rapfr a vou gel oul. 


This part of stopping and approaching 


the violator exp you to the great 


est personal danger and the next few 


seconds are critical ones. Tf it is at 


night flash your light into the car, 


briefly playing the beam over both 
the front and rear seats. 
62.620—Depending on the condi 


tions, one of the three following meth 
ods may be used in approaching the 


violator’s vehicle: 


1. Normal with passenger in rear seat 


Pause just to the rear of the rear window 


Then place yourself at the front edge of 


the driver’s door, facing the 
Exhibit 62-4 


driver, any 


rear as in 
This will let you watch the 
persons in the rear seat, and 


oncoming traffic 


4 


2. Possible dangerous driver especially without 


rear seat passenger 
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Exhibit 62-4. Normal position when 


talking to a traffic violator. 


Stop just to the rear of the driver’s win 


dow, facing the vehic! Stay back of rear 


edge of the driver's door This will keep 


the driver at a disadvantage and give you 


advantage if danger should arise. In this 


method and the preceding one, keep off 


the highway but leave enough room be 
vehicl 


Exhibit 62-5.) 


tween yourself and the 
hands. (See 


to us youl 


3. On heavily traveled streets where approach 


from the left side would be hazardous to 


yourself and other traffic, and under son 


other conditions that make a 


approach inadvisable, approach from th« 
right 


Pause just to the rear of the right 


rear window Then place yourself at the 
of the 


the rear of the 


front edge right front door, facing 


vehicle This will tend to 


disconcert the driver because most drivers 


expect you to approach from the left sid 


(See Exhibit 62-6.) 


62.625—W hen patroi 


ling with another 
officer your approach to the violator’s 
car is the same except that your part 


ner will assume a position where he 


can be of assistance if the need arises. 
He may do either of two things: 
within the 


1. Remain seated patrol vehicle 


on the passenger side 
2. Leave the stand just 


patrol vehicle and 


to the right of the passenger side with the 


— 


front door open as in Exhibit 62 
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Rar RP vr a Sa 1. “0m 


Exhibit 62-5. Stand slightly back of a 


driver who might be dangerous. 










Both positions permit your partner 


\ iolator 
He will 


imme 


to observe the actions of the 


while in a protected position. 
undertake 


be able to pursuit 


diately in the event the violator tries 
to flee and can establish immediate 
radio contact if an emergency arises. 

62.631 } Vi e7 l@ani agai }] f ‘ he 10 
lator’s car. Be especially alert for any 


unusual movements. Look at the floor 


and rear seat for anything which may 
Notice 


Stand at 


be hidden. the violator and 


passengers. an angle so that 


vou can look behind the vehicle and 


inside it at the same time. Use your 
left hand for accepting papers from 
the motorist (Unless you are left 


handed). 
62.640—Regardless of how innocent 
the situation may appear, ever go in 
front of the vehicle to write the cita 
tion or to look at the registration plate. 
There is always the possibility of being 
run down by the motorist, either de 
liberately or through nervousness. 
62.650—If it is necessary to examine 


the front of the vehicle, go around the 
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rear of the vehicle and proceed to the 
front along the right side of the vio- 
lator’s vehicle. Stand to the right and 
slightly ahead of the vehicle while 
making the examination. 

62.660—W hen examining the vehicle 
from the rear, writing a citation, or 
talking to the driver when he is out 
of his vehicle, ever allow the driver 
or anyone else, including yourself, to 
stand between two stopped vehicles. 
In all cases you and anyone else should 
stand off to the side away from the 
vehicles. 

62.670—To the violator and passing 
motorists, you are the police and your 
actions contribute importantly to how 
they feel toward you, your organiza 
tion, and police in general. Stand 


erect and be alert. 


Stopping an Approaching Violator 


62.710 


is approaching you from the opposite 


Stopping the violator who 
direction is a special problem. For 
your own protection do not leave your 
vehicle and attempt to stop the vio 


lator by hand signals. This exposes 


Exhibit 62-6. If passing traffic is fast 
and close, approach violator on the 
right side. 





you to the maximum danger from 
other traffic and the violator himself. 


62.720—W hen 


oncoming vehicle, drive onto the shoul 


you wani lo stop an 


der of the road on your side and turn 
Do 


attempt to turn around until after the 


on your red blinker light. not 


violator has passed your position, un 


less you are sure it can be done with 


safety. Use your blinker light to re 


duce the speed of the violator and 


alert other traffic the area that you 


something unusual. 


are going to so 
Many times hand gestures directed to 
the approaching vehicle will bring him 


toa stop. After he has come to a stop 


turn about and place your vehicle 


behind that of the violator in the 


manner described earlier. If the vio 


lator fails to heed your signal, wait 
until he has passed, then turn about 


and stop him in the usual manner. 


Stopping the Following Violator 


62.750—Another 


problem is 


special stopping 


halting the violator or 


wanted vehicle which is approaching 


you from the rear. To stop such a 





Exhibit 62-7. Your partner should re- 
main to the rear and in a protected 
position to assist if the need arises. 











Exhibit 62-8. Never allow anyone to stand between the two vehicles. Stand to 
the side and away from the vehicle. 


vehicle, drive onto the shoulder on 


your side of the road. As the vehicle 


overtakes you, by hand signals from 


inside you car motion to him to move 


to the right of you. If he fails to 


respond to your signals, begin pur 
suit after he has passed and make your 


stop in the usual manner. 


Stopping Special Vehicles 


62.8/0—Certain types of vehicles 
create special problems, for example 
trailer units, very long or very wide 


vehicles, house-trailers, and heavy 


equipment. 


Usual procedures to reach a position where 
you can signal the driver to stop are in 
adequate. 


The length of the vehick 


makes it difficult 
to get in position behind the unit after it 


has stopped. 


Stopping behind the unit 


traffic 


while walking up to the front of the vehicle 


requires you to expose vourself to 


‘ 
usually a considerable distance. 


The distance between you and your vehicle 


places you at a disadvantage if you have to 


reach your radio quickly 


Most of the advantages of parking to the 


rear when stopping pleasure vehicles do 


not apply when dealing with large 


com- 

mercial vehicles. 
62.820—Fortunately most truck 
drivers are carefully selected, thus 


reducing danger from the operator. 
When stopping large trucks don’t sig 
nal the operator until after you have 
completely passed his unit and are 
After 
determining where you plan to pull 


once again in the right lane. 


off the road, turn on your blinking 
red light and start your right-turn 
signal. Then 


the driver 


Point to the side of 


motion to 
with your hand. 
the road and move your forearm back 
and forth. 


62.930—Do not stop abruptly. Re 


duce your speed gradually, paying 


close attention to the truck, and lead 
the driver to the spot you have se 
lected. Use this method when stopping 
units or other 


tractor trailer exces 


sively long units. Pick-up and panel 


trucks are best handled by using the 


usual stopping method. 





PRAINING CALENDAR 


Feb. 10-11—Western Region In-service Conference tor Graduates of the 
[PA Training Program and Their Chiets, San Diego, Calif. 

Feb. 25 Effective | eet Operation tor 12 consecutive Tuesday evenings 

Keb. 28 March | Southern Region In service Cor ference for Graduates 
of the TPA Training Program and Their Chiefs, Memphis, Ten: 

March 3-14—Supervision of Police Personne 

March 3-21 Trathc Engineering Seminar. 

March 17-28—Training Methods and Programs. 

March 24-April 18—Motor Vehicle and Traffic Safety for the 

April 7-25—Personnel Management for Police. 

April 14-15—Eastern Region In-service Conference for Gradua 
[PA Training Program and Their Chiefs, Wilmington, Del. 

April 21-May 9—Traffic Law Enforcement—Admunistratior 
niques. 

April 28-May 16—Fundamentals of Police Traffic Service. 

May 5-23—Accident Investigation—Administration and Techniques. 

May 5-23—Traffic Control— Devices and Methods. 

May 15—Closing date for submission of applications for 1958-59 Trafk« 
Police Administration Training Program. 

June 2-6—Motor Fleet Supervision. 

June 10-12—Seminar for Chiefs of TPATP Students. 


June 16-2 Accident Investigation—Administration and ‘Techniques, 


Northeastern | niversity, Boston, Mass. 
July 21-Aug. 1—Trafic Law Enforcement Administration and Tech 


niques, University of Maryland, College Park, Md. 





